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In 

CONNONWEALTE OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC SERVICE COnnISSION 

he Matter of: 

TEE APPLICATION OF OLDEAN COUNTY WATER 1 
DISTRICT NO. 1 TO DEVIATE FRON CERTAIN ) CASE NO. 90-228 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMNISSION RULES AND ) 
REGULATIONS 1 

O R D E R  

Oldham County Water District No. 1 ("Oldham No. 1") is a 

water district organized pursuant to KRS Chapter 74. As such, 

pursuant to KRS 278.015, it is a utility subject to the 

jurisdiction of the Commission. In 1964, Oldham No. 1 was granted 

a certificate from the Commission in Case No. 4407l and rates were 

established. Oldham No. 1's tariff currently on file with the 

Commission shows an issue date of 1969, with effective dates for 

the rules and regulations going back to 1964. Each page of the 

tariff is date-stamped as checked by the Commission on December 

17, 1970. 

In July of 1964, prior to entry of the Commission's Order in 

Case No. 4407, Oldham No. 1 entered into a lease agreement, which 

is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference 

herein, with the Louisville Water Company ("LWC8). Under the 

Case No. 4407, The Application of Oldham County Water 
District No. 1 fort (1) A Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity; (2) Order Authorizing Iasuance of Bonds; and 
(3) Order Authorizing Rate Tariff. 



terms of the lease agreement, Oldham No. 1 agreed to construct a 

distribution system and lease the entire water distribution eystem 

to LWC, a municipal utility not subject to the jurisdiction of the 

Commission, for a term of 40 years. LWC agreed to supply water to 

Oldham No. 1, to operate the water distribution system at its 

expense, and to charge customers of Oldham No. 1 the retail rates 

normally charged by LWC to its own similarly situated customers. 

The lease agreement provided that, in addition to regular rates 

for water service, LWC would collect a surcharge from Oldham No. 1 

customers sufficient to amortize the indebtedness incurred by the 

district to construct the distribution eystem. The terms o f  the 

lease agreement give LWC virtually total operational control over 

Oldham No. 1. 

Over the years, Oldham No. 1 has taken the position that Lho 

lease agreement was approved in its entirety by the Commission in 

Case No. 4407. However, the Commission's October 19, 1964 Order 

in that case specifically states: 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Lease and Agreement 
entered into by Oldham County Water District NO. 1 and 
Louisville Water Company on July 9, 1964 ie not approved 
insofar as said Lease and Agreement i s  in conflict with 
the jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission of 
Kentucky over the rates and services (including 
extensions not in the usual course of business) of 
Oldham County Water District No. 1 as well as the rulee 
and regulations of the Public Service Commission 
applicable to all water utilities, 

Despite this language, Oldham No. 1 has maintained over the 

years that its rates, rules and regulations are controlled by its 

lease agreement with LWC, and, in the event of any conflict 
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between the terms of the lease agreement and Commission statutes 

and regulations, the provisions of the lease agreement prevail. 

On June 20, 1990, Commission Staff issued a Utility 

Inspection Report ("Staff's Report") citing several *deficiencies" 

- instances in which Oldham No. 1 is not in compliance with 

Commission regulations. As a result of Staff's Report, on August 

2, 1990, Oldham No. 1 applied for Commission approval to deviate 

from certain Commission rules and regulations, thus initiating 

this proceeding. By Order dated October 5, 1990, the Commission 

broadened the scope of the proceeding to include an investigation 

into the deficiencies listed in Staff's Report. In that Order, 

the Commission also merged a tariff filing made by Oldham No. 1 on 

September 18, 1990 into this proceeding. The Commission's Order 

further directed Oldham No. 1 to respond to requests for 

information contained in the Order. 

On January 3, 1991, an informal conference was held in the 

Commission's offices with representatives of Oldham No. 1 and LWC. 

The response of Oldham No. 1 to the Commission's October 5, 1990 

data request was discussed, and Oldham No. 1 agreed to provide the 

Commission with further information requested by Staff. That 

information was filed with the Commission on January 23, 1991. 

The Commission subsequently issued another data request to Oldham 

No. 1 by Order dated May 29, 1991. The information requested was 

filed with the Commission on June 24, 1991, and on August 13, 

The tariff sheets filed by Oldham NO. 1 propose to increase 
its reconnection charge from $2.00 to $11.00 and its returned 
check charge from $2.00 to $10.00. 
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1991, another informal conference was held to discuss Oldham No. 

1's response. 

The Commission's investigation herein has encompassed three 

different areas: the deficiencies cited in Staff's Report; 

provisions of Oldham No. 1's tariff which are inconsistent with 

Commission regulations; and potential problems with Oldham No. 1's 

adherence to rules and regulations of LWC which are inconsistent 

with Commission regulations. These three areas are addressed 

separately below, as are statutory violations involving 

unauthorized charges. 

STAFF'S REPORT 

In Oldham No. 1's letter received at the Commission on August 

2, 1990, it made a general request for permission to deviate from 

all Commission regulations which were allegedly violated by the 

deficiencies listed in Staff's R e p ~ r t . ~  The pertinent 

regulations, and the Commission's findings with respect to each 

requested deviation, are as follows: 

1. 807 KAR 5:006, Section 21. This regulation permits any 

customer of a utility to request the Commission to perform a meter 

test after having first obtained a test from the utility. Staff's 

In addition to Oldham No. 1's letter of August 2, 1990, which 
requested deviations by general reference to the deficiencies 
listed in Staff's Report, by letter filed at the Commission 
on January 23, 1991, Oldham No. 1 specifically requested a 
deviation from 807 KAR 5:066, Section 6(3) (monitoring of 
system pressure, discussed in paragraph 4); 807 KAR 5:066, 
Section 5(4) (water storage, discussed in paragraph 2); and 
807 KAFt 5~066, Section 7(1) and (2) (monitoring quantity of 
water going through the master meter, discussed in paragraph 
3). 
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Report stated that Oldham No. 1 does not inform its customers of 

their right to request the Commission to perform this test. 

Oldham No. 1, in its December 2, 1990 responee to the 

Commission's data request, included an "Exhibit D" which appears 

to be a letter to the utility's customers informing them of their 

rights with respect to meter testing. This letter satiefies the 

requirements of the regulation and, as such, no deviation is 

needed. 

2. 807 KAR 5:066, Section 5 ( 4 ) .  This regulation requires 

each utility to provide water storage to ensure a minimum of one 

dayls supply of its average daily water usage. Staff's Report 

stated that Oldham No. 1 does not own any water storage facility 

to providing a maximum of one day's supply of its average 

daily water usage. 

ensure 

On January 23, 1991, Oldham No. 1 filed with the Commission 

an application for a deviation from the water storage requirement 

of this regulation, together with supporting documentation and a 

letter from LWC assuring the availability of water storage 

capacity to Oldham No. 1 sufficient to meet its daily water 

consumption. In said letter, dated January 15, 1991, LWC commits 

to The Commission, 

after reviewing the information provided by Oldham No. 1, finds 

that Oldham No. 1 should be granted a deviation from 807 KAR 

5:066, Section 5 ( 4 ) .  

provide the storage for a period of 13 years. 

3. 807 KAR 5:066, Section 7(1) and (2). This regulation 

requires each utility to install a suitable measuring device at 

each source of supply, to keep at least monthly records of the 
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quantity produced from each source of supply, and to transmit the 

information to the Commission in the utility's annual report. 

Staff's Report stated that Oldham No. 1 does not have a measuring 

device at each source of supply and does not keep a record of 

water purchased as required by this regulation. 

Oldham No. 1 is somewhat unique in that the utility does not 

purchase its water from a supplier for resale to its customers, 

but rather the ccstomers are supplied directly by LWC. LWC 

maintains the records of water purchased by Oldham No. 1 

customers. Inasmuch as Oldham No. 1 does not purchase water from 

LWC through a master meter, this regulation is inapplicable and 

the Commission finds that Oldham No. 1 should be granted a 

deviation from its requirements. 

4. 807 KAR 5:066, Section 6(3). This regulation requires 

each utility, at least once annually, to make a survey of 

pressures in its distribution system of sufficient magnitude to 

indicate the quality of service being rendered at representative 

points in its system. Staff's Report stated that the pressure 

surveys performed by Oldham No. 1 on an as-needed basis do not 

meet the requirements of this regulation. 

In response to data requests from Commission Staff, Oldham 

No. 1 provided detailed information concerning monitoring of 

pressure in the district. Specifically, the water level of the 

Crestwood water storage tank is measured continuously by LWC and 

recorded on a 7-day chart. Oldham No. 1 informed Staff that it 

also has access to LWC's portable pressure gauges to monitor 

representative points in its system. The Commission, after 
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reviewing the information provided by Oldham No. 1, finds that 

LWC'S pressure monitoring procedures provide adequate and 

accessible information on the water pressure in Oldham No. 1's 

system, and that Oldham No. 1 should be granted a deviation from 

the pressure survey requirements of 807 KAR 5:066, Section 6(3). 

5. 807 KAR 5:066, Section 17(1). This regulation requires 

utilities to test periodically all water meters so that no meter 

will remain in service without test for a period longer than 

specified in the regulation. Staff's Report stated that Oldham 

No. 1 does not have a meter test program to test all meters 

periodically. 

In response to Commission data requests, Oldham No. 1 

provided detailed information concerning LWC's meter test program 

and methodology. After reviewing the information provided by 

Oldham No. 1, the Commission finds that LWC's meter test program 

provides adequate and reliable data to ensure an appropriate level 

of overall accuracy of Oldham No. 1's meters. The Commission 

therefore finds that Oldham No. 1 should be granted a deviation 

from 807 KAFt 5:066, Section 17(1), provided that it obtains from 

LWC and files with the Commission a statement from LWC confirming 

that LWC is now testing meters pursuant to AWWA standards. 

6. 807 KAR 5:066, Section 12(1). This regulation requires 

a utility to make an extension of 50 feet or less to its main 

without charge for a prospective customer who applies for and 

contracts to use service for one year. Staff's Report stated that 

Oldham No. 1's extension policy, which requires all prospective 
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customers to pay the total cost of any main extension, is 

inconsistent with this regulation. 

After reviewing Oldham No. 1's extension policy, the 

Commission finds that Oldham No. 1 should present additional 

evidence, at a hearing to be scheduled herein, in support of its 

request for a deviation from 807 KAR 5:066, Section 12. 

7. 807 KAR 5:006, Section 12, and 807 KAR 5:011, Section 

10. 807 KAR 5:006, Section 12, permits a utility to make a 

reasonable charge to customers for collecting delinquent bills and 

for disconnection/reconnection of customer service, but requires 

the utility to include the charges in its rules and regulatioau 

and to obtain prior approval for the charges from the Commission. 

807 KAR 5:011, Section 10, defines non-recurring charges and sets 

out a procedure for a utility to seek a rate revision for a 

non-recurring charge outside a general rate proceeding. According 

to Staff's Report, Oldham No. 1 is charging the following 

non-recurring charges which have not been approved by the 

Commission and are not on file in Oldham No. 1's currently 

effective tariff: a disconnect/reconnect fee of $11 if collected 

at the customer's home and $22 if an additional trip for 

reconnection is required: a $10 returned check charge: and a $750 

tap fee. As previously noted, Oldham No. 1, subsequent to Staff's 

Report, filed tariff sheets requesting Commission approval of the 

$11 disconnect/reconnect charge and the $10 returned check charge. 

Although the charges described in this paragraph may have 

been collected in violation of the cited regulations, collection 

of unauthorized charges also constitutes a statutory violation of 

-8- 



KRS 278.160. The Commission has authority to grant deviations 

from its regulations for good cause shown, but it has no authority 

to grant deviations from statutory requirements. Therefore, 

collection of these charges will be addressed elsewhere in this 

Order. 

OLDHAM NO. 1's CURRENT TARIFF 

Oldham No. 1 has a currently effective tariff on file with 

the Commission. The tariff is date-stamped filed with the 

Commission on December 17, 1970, over 20 years ago. A review of 

the tariff reveals that the following tariff provisions are 

inconsistent with current Commission statutes or regulations: 

1. Section 1.28. This section allows Oldham No. 1 to 

discontinue service to a delinquent account not less than 15 days 

after the original billing. It is inconsistent with 807 KAR 

5:006,  Section 11(1)(3)(a), which provides that discontinuance of 

service for nonpayment of bills shall not be effected before 20 

days after the mailing date of the original bill. 

LWC performs all regular billing services for Oldham No. 1. 

LWC's "Service Rules and Regulations," effective June 1990, 

provide that a notice shall be sent by LWC to a delinquent account 

not less than 15 days after the original billing. Said notice 

states that the account is overdue and sets forth a day, not less 

than seven days after the date of the notice, after which service 

will be discontinued. Thus, LWC's own regulations provide for a 

minimum period of 22 days from the mailing of the original bill 

before service may be discontinued. The Commission finds that 

Oldham No. 1 should appear at a hearing to be scheduled herein and 
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present evidence as to why it should not be required to revise its 

tariff to bring it into compliance with 807 KAR 5:006, Section 

11(1)(3)(a), and consistent with the actual practice of LWC. 

2. Section 1.30, This section provides that if a customer 
violates Oldham No. 1's rules and regulations governing the 

introduction, supply and consumption of water, and continues to do 

so after being notified of the violation by Oldham No. 1, service 

will be discontinued and a fine imposed. This fine is in addition 

to all actual expenses attending the discontinuance of service. 

Service will not be reconnected until the fine is paid. 

807 KRR 5:006, Section 12, allows a utility to collect the 

actual expense of disconnecting service, if the charge has been 

approved by the Commission, but states that the charge shall yield 

only enough revenue to pay the expenses incurred in rendering the 

service. This tariff provision is inconsistent with the 

regulation in that it allows the utility to impose a fine as well 

as collect the expenses attending the shut-off. In addition, the 

amount of the fine is not identified in the tariff. 

After reviewing the record before it, the Commission finds 

that Oldham No. 1 should appear at a hearing to be scheduled 

herein and present evidence as to why it should not be required to 

revise its tariff to eliminate the imposition of this fine. 

3. Section 3.04. This section requires an applicant for a 

main extension to pay the entire cost of the extension. 

Thereafter, as others tap on to the extension, the district 

refunds to the party who built the extension a sum "approximately 
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equal to the cost of 50 lineal feet of such extension but not 

exceeding $250." 

The section would be consistent with 807 KAR 5:066, Section 

12(3), if it specified that it applied only to applicants for 

extensions who are developers, as opposed to individual 

applicants. However, in its June 24, 1991 response to the 

Commission's data request, Oldham No. 1 stated that it does not 

intend that this section apply only to developers of subdivisions. 

As suchr the section is inconsistent with Commission Regulation 

807 KAR 5:066, Section 12(1), which requires a utility to make an 

extension of 50 feet or less to its main without charge to a 

prospective customer who applies for and contracts for service for 

one year. Consistent with its previous response to Oldham No. 1's 

request for a deviation from this regulation, the Commission finds 

that Oldham No. 1 should appear at a hearing to be scheduled 

herein and present evidence as to why it should not be required to 

revise its tariff to bring it into compliance with the regulation. 

The provision of Section 3.04 which establishes a limit of a 

$250 refund to the party who paid for the extension for each 

additional tap-on is also inconsistent with 807 KAR 5:066, Section 

12. The regulation does not provide for such a limit. 

The Commission finds that Oldham No. 1 should appear at a 

be scheduled herein and present evidence as to why it 

not be required to revise its tariff to eliminate the $250 

hearing 

should 

cap. 

to 
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LWC'S RULES AND REGULATIONS 

In its June 24, 1991 response to the Commission's data 

request, Oldham No. 1 stated that LWC's "Service Rules and 

Regulations" did not apply to Oldham No. 1's customers. However, 

to the extent that Oldham No. 1 may be complying with those rules 

and regulations, the Commission finds that the following 

provisions are inconsistent with Commission statutes or 

regulations: 

1. Section 1.34. This section provides that if an account 

is delinquent at one premises, service may be terminated at that 

premises any other premises where service is provided to the 

same customer. This is in conflict with the Commission's 

interpretation of 807 KAR 5:006, Section 11, which permits 

termination of service only at the premises where the account is 

delinquent. 

and 

2. Section 7.02. This section is inconsistent with KRS 

278.460 in that it provides that no deposit held by the utility 

for less than a full 12 months shall earn interest. In addition, 

the method under which interest accrues is inconsisterit. with Lhe 

Commission's Order in Case No. 89-057.4 

The Commission finds that, if Oldham No. 1's practices are in 

conformity with those described in paragraphs 1 and 2 above, it 

should immediately cease and desist from the practices. 

Case No. 89-057, Investigation into the Customer Deposit 
Policy of Kentucky Power Company. 
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ALLEGED STATUTORY VIOLATIONS - UNAUTHORIZED CBARGES 
Meter Tap Fees 

In its December 21, 1990 response to the Commission's data 

request, Oldham No. 1 provided a schedule of charges for meter tap 

fees . The schedule, which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and 

incorporated by reference herein, indicates that Oldham No. 1's 

meter tap fee is a combination of a charge collected by LWC and 

one collected by Oldham No. 1. LWC's fee varies according to 

meter size, and can be assumed to be based on the average actual 

expense of installing the meter. Oldham No. 1's charge is a flat 

fee of $300 for all sizes of meters. 

The tap fees set out in Oldham No. 1's tariff, filed with the 

Commission in 1970, are considerably less than the feen lisCed i n  

Exhibit B which are currently being collected. In its June 2 4 1  

1991 response to the Commission, Oldham No. 1 stated that the $300 

which it retains from each tap-on fee was not considered a tap 

fee, per E, by the district at the time it was established. 

Rather, it was considered an "enrollment" or "good faith deposit" 

paid prior to construction of the system by people wanting to 

obtain water. These monies were applied against the initial 

construction costs of the project. It soon became evident, 

according to Oldham No. 1, that since Commission rules require the 

district to provide refunds for main extensions, the district 

would need additional income for this purpose. According to 

Oldham No. 1, at the suggestion of then Chairman Beman, in 

conference with representatives of LWC and the district's 

commissioners, it was decided that the district should set a tap 
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fee of $400. Of this amount, $300 went to Oldham No. 1 and $100 

to LWC. The district would use $250 of the $300 to make extension 

refunds and retain $50. With this procedure, customers coming on 

after the system was operational would not come on line at a lower 

cost than did the original supporters of the project, in 

accordance with provisions in Oldham No. 1's 1964 lease with LWC. 

In 1969, the Commission approved the $400 tap fee. The $300 

of this amount which the district retains has not been changed 

since 1969. However, LWC has increased its charges as coats have 

increased over the years, resulting in the total higher tap-on 

fees . For example, for a 3/4" meter, in 1969 Oldham No. 1 

retained $300 and $100 went to LWC. Currently, the total charge 

for a 3/4" meter is $750, with $300 going to the district and $450 

going to LWC. 

KRS 278.160 requires each utility to "file with the 

commission. . .schedules showing all rates and conditions for 

service established by it and collected or enforced.@@ The statute 

further provides: 

No utility shall charge, demand, collect or receive 
from any person a greater or less compensation for any 
service rendered or to be rendered than that prescribed 
in its filed Schedules, and no person shall receive any 
service from any utility for a compensation greater or 
less than that prescribed in such schedules. 

It is clear from the information supplied by Oldham No. 1 

that it incurs no expense in making service taps; this expense is 

incurred wholly by LWC. Of the $300 fee, $250 is refunded to the 

party which paid for construction of the extension, while the $50 
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retained by Oldham No. 1 is deposited in its Water Works Revenue 

Fund to be used for future expansion of the system. 

KRS 278.0152(2) authorizes a water utility to charge a tap 

fee, and details the charges that a tap fee “shall include.” 

These are “charges for a service tap, meter, meter vault, and 

installation thereof.” In addition, tap fees are described in 807 

KAR 5:011, Section 10, as charges “intended. . .to recover the 
specific cost of the activity.” 

From the foregoing, the Commission finds that a prima facie 

showing has been made that Oldham No. 1 has violated KRS 278.160 

by charging compensation for its meter tap fees greater than that 

prescribed in its filed tariff. The Commission further finds that 

a prima facie showing has been made that Oldham No. 1 has violated 

KRS 278.015(2) by including charges in its tapping fee which are 

not based on expenses incurred in making the tap, and which are 

not authorized by the statute. 

Disconnect/Reconnect Fee and Returned Check Charge 

As previously discussed, Oldham No. 1 is currently charging a 

disconnect/reconnect fee of $11 if collected at the custornerls 

home and $22 if an additional trip for reconnection is required, 

while its tariff prescribes charges for this service of only $2 

and $4, respectively. Oldham No. 1 is also charging a fee of $10 

for returned checks, while its tariff prescribes a $2 charge. 

According to statements made by representatives of Oldham No. 1 at 

the informal conference held on January 3, 1991, Oldham No. 1 has 

been charging these fees since January of 1990. 
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The Commission finds from the foregoing that a & facie 
showing has been made that Oldham No. 1 has violated KRS 278.160 

by collecting charges for these services not authorized in its 

currently effective tariff. 

Water Service Rates 

Oldham No. 1's customers are charged the same rates as those 

paid by customers of LWC.5 Although Oldham No. 1 has increased 

its rates over the years commensurate with increases i n  LWC's 

rates, it has not followed the procedure for a rate change 

prescribed in KRS 278.180. These rates, a schedule of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by reference, 

are in excess of those set out in Oldham No. 1's currently 

effective tariff on file with the Commission. 

The Commission finds from the foregoing that a prima facie 

showing has been made that Oldham No. 1 has violated KRS 278.160 

by collecting compensation for water service greater than that 

prescribed in its filed tariff. 

TARIFF FILING 

Oldham No. 1 filed cost justification supporting its tariff 

filing of September 18, 1990, wherein it proposes to increase its 

reconnection charge from $2 to $11 and its late payment charge 

from $2 to $10. Having reviewed the documentation provided by 

In addition to LWC's regular rates, Oldham No. 1 customers 
also pay a $4 surcharge per month for water service for the 
purpose of amortizing the indebtedness incurred by Oldham No. 
1 in constructing its distribution system. From the 
information contained in the record, it does not appear this 
surcharge has been increased since the $4 fee was set out in 
Oldham No. 1's 1970 tariff. 
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Oldham No. 1, the Commission finds that the amount of the 

non-recurring charges is reaeonable and will allow the district to 

recoup the coat involved in performing the services. It therefore 

finds that the proposed non-recurring charges are fair, just, and 

reasonable and should be approved. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that: 

1. The non-recurring charges proposed by Oldham No. 1 and 

shown in Appendix A, attached hereto and incorporated herein, are 

approved for services rendered on and after the date of this 

Order. Oldham No. 1 shall file revised tariff sheets for its 

disconnect/reconnect charge and returned check charge which 

contain an effective date of the date of this Order, which are 

signed by an officer of the utility, which replace the word "fineb1 

with "charge," and which eliminate the word "penalty." 

2. Oldham No. 1's request for a deviation from 807 KAR 

5:006, Section 21, is hereby denied as moot, inasmuch as Oldham 

No. 1 has complied with the regulation by notifying its customers 

of their rights with respect to meter testing. 

3. Oldham No. 1's request for a deviation from the water 

storage requirements of 807 KAR 5:066, Section 5(4), is hereby 

granted, effective until January 15, 2004, or as long as its 

January 15, 1991 agreement with LWC remains in effect. 

4. Oldham No. 1's request for a deviation from 807 KAR 

5:066, Section 7(l)and (21, is hereby granted. 

5. Oldham No. 1's request for a deviation from 807 KAR 

5:066, Section 6(3), is hereby granted. 
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6. Oldham No. 1's request for a deviation from 807 KAR 

5:066, Section 17(l), is hereby granted on the condition that 

Oldham No. 1 file with the Commission no later than 30 days from 

the date of this Order a statement from LWC confirming that LWC is 

now testing meters pursuant to AWWA standards. 

7. Oldham No. 1 shall appear at a hearing scheduled for 

November 22, 1991 at 1O:OO a.m., Eastern Standard Time, in Hearing 

Room 1 of the Commission's offices at 730 Schenkel Lane, 

Frankfort, Kentucky, and be prepared to show cause why it should 

not be required to refund any unauthorized rates or charges 

collected in violation of KRS 278.160 and KRS 278.180, and/or be 

otherwise penalized pursuant to KRS 278.990 for violation of the 

cited statutes. 

8. Oldham No. 1 shall also present evidence at said hearing 

as to: 

(a) Why it should not be required to revise Sectioii 

1.28 of its tariff to bring it into compliance with the 20 day 

notice requirement of 807 KAR 5:006, Section 11(1)(3)(a). 

(b) Why it should not be required to revise Section 

1.30 of its tariff to bring it into compliance with 807 KAR 5:006, 

Section 12, by eliminating that portion of Section 1.30 which 

imposes a fine in addition to the actual expense of discontinuing 

service. 

(c) Why it should not be required to revise Section 

3.04 of its tariff to bring it into compliance with 807 KAR 5:066, 

Section 12(1), which requires a utility to make an extension of 50 

feet or less to its main without charge to a prospective customer 
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who contracts for service for one year, and to further revise this 

section to eliminate the $250 cap on refunds for additional tap 

ons. 

(d) Why it should not be required to cease and desist 

from complying with any of LWC's service rules and regulations 

which are inconsistent with the Commiseion'e statutes or 

regulations. 

9. Oldham No. 1 may also present evidence at said hearing 

in support of its position that the terms of its lease agreement 

with LWC prevail over Commission statutes and regulalions which 

conflict with those terms. 

10. An informal conference in this matter is hereby 

scheduled for November 12 at 1O:OO a.m., Eastern Standard Time, in 

Conference Room 2 of the Commission's offices at 730 Schenkel 

Lane, Frankfort, Kentucky, for the purpose of stipulating to any 

issues of law and fact upon which the parties may agree. 

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 1st day of October, 1991. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
n 

ATTEST : 

Commissioner 
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91s South L k a t o n a  Stramt, u r i n p o n ,  KanNcky, Conlult iW *nSL- 

naarr,  which  plana hmm bam approwd by t h  Caprny and which 

are rttachad harato. 

p l m r  and r p c i f i a t f o n r  attached harato rk.11 only b. u d a  

u i t h  th r  wri t tan approval of tha Capany. 

Any chan8a.r in or m d i f i u t i o n r  of t h m  

2. ma Cmpany asrear t o  conrtruct a faadar main 

f r a  tha Jaffarson-Oldham C m t y  boundary lina rlons tha LaCransa 

Road throcyh tho Dirtrict t o  r tract of land onnd by tha DLa- 

tr ice,  which ir l o u t a d  in Crarhrood, and t o  conrtruct an alavrtad 

r tor rsa  tank h v i n s  r capacity of fiw hundrad thouaand s a l l a u  

on ruch t r a c t ,  tosather  w i t h  boortar pLaping f a c i l i t i a r  ru f f i c i an t  

t o  provida adaquata prerrura thro-ut th. r y r t a . a t  i t a  u p a ~ a .  

- 

3. Ih. D i r t r i c t  haraby l a t a ,  lraaar and d a i r a r  to  

the  Company tha antis. uatar di r t r ibu t ion  ryatmm to be cocutructrd 

. e p u r r u n t  t o  Saction 1 turmof. and any ut.nriona thsaof which 

u y  k conrtructad during tha t a m  h a n o f ,  f o r  a term of f o r t y  

mar# b q i n n i ~  on t h m  data  of caplation and accapuncf 

Colrpany, upon thm taxma rod conditioru harainaf tar  proddad. A t  

t he  and of tha tam b r a d ,  tha Company not kin8 in dafaule, m y  

a t  i t s  option u t a n d  tlu tam OE t h i r  laarm for an additi-1 

Pariod of a ix ty  parr .  

th. 

Such UtSnSim rh.11 ba a f f a o h u t d  by 

vrit tm notica f r a  tha Capany to tha Dirtrict, g h a t  not lera 

than OIY year p r i o r  to ~IU apiratioa of ca' a f o t u n t i u a d  for ty-  

p a r  t a m ;  rad i f  tin C w n y  fail# t o  aarci..' mid opt- it ah11 
f 

.. 
/ 
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eontinu. to wrtrr t o  t h r  DirCricC, a t  th. Di@tr ic t ' l  

.t than i n  r f f r c c  for  cu.t-rI .bil.rlY .it\YCrd. 

I,. During t h r  t a m  of chir  l r r r r .  o r  any u t a n r i o n  . 

chrr rof ,  t h r  Company rh r l l  h& tha u c l u r i w  r i @ C  Co rrrva any 

rnd a l l  curtmrrr locaerd within t h r  borndrrili Of tho Dirtrice. 

Thr C a p n y  rgrrrr eo rupply chr ewtonarr  within thr  bocndrrirr  

of chr DirCricC an rdrquatr wrcrr rupply tor dowrc ic  and c a -  

mrcirl ~r and fir. protrccion; provided, ho*.wr, the Capany 

rh.11 noc br Ln dr f ru l e  undrr c h i r  Irrar in  Ch. a w n t  t h e  chr 

wrtrr rupply f d l r  dum Co t h e  brrrkagr of u i n r ,  thr frllurr of 

p u p a ,  or any ochrr crurr  bayond the Caprny ' r  control. 

5. Ihr CoPpany rgrrrr  r e  icr up.nrr LO oprrr t r  Chr 

wrtrr dircribucion Sy#Cm, bagiMing with Chr &y th.C th. p h p i -  

.. ea1 frcilicirr a m  turned ovrr to and rccrpcd by i C .  durlng chr 

rntir. cam of chis' m a r .  thr Company w i l l  portom a11 Min- 

Crmncr, ulu a11 r r p r i r r  and r rp l r c r  a11 parer which arm rmquirrd 

t o  lump ehr r y r t m  in proprr oprrrcing condition. 

of t h r  r y r c a  r h r l l  includr meting of grrrr and w r d r  and orhrr 

work rwcmrraS7 Co m i n e s i n  chr pound8 rad rccrrr romdr in  

d c i n i c y  of the alrvrtrd tank or riailar f r e i l i c i r r . )  

(ndncrmner 

' 

h. Corprny 

w i l l  r r r d  a l l  meerr ,  prrprr and diretibut. a l l  bi l l ins@.  rad 

col l rc t  a11 charger for wrcrr r r r r i c r ,  including rurchargrr to  a l l  

ctmcmorr within tha borndarirr of Ch. Dir t r ic t .  
8 .  

6. 'Ihr rrcrr eo ba charged by tho C-ny for water 

a r r v i c r  u i th in  the DirCricc r h a l l  bo Chr rata11 rrcrr a o r u l l y  

charged by thr Cmprny eo w c ( Y r r  La aLLL.r arum in Jrftrrroa 

Corpty. 

Company, iC w i l l  b i l l  or& w e a n t  a rurcharw rufficimc for 

t& uorcizacion of Clu i n d r b c d m r r  iacurrd by c& DiItrict Co 

I n  addition to  thr wrcrr rrrvicr rat. &wad by the 

. 
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conrtruct the u t e n r i o n r  to  the a y a t n  r r  provided in S*ct im 1, 

t o  eatabl iah adeqwt? covarr8e of mortiution requirmunta end 

rerewen in connection therauith, to  pay any necerrary apeIUer 

g f  the Dir t r iCt  not cowred by the obli8rtionr of C a p a n y  here- 

under, and t o  ea t ab l i rh  a fund for  tha purpora of r k i n g  u t e n -  

rionr and i m p r o r m n t r  to  ruch r y r t n ,  uhich rh.11 not  k reduced 

uithout the conrant o f  the  Dirtrict and th Capany. 

chmr8e fo r  t h e  amortization of the Dirtrict'r indebtednarr rhrl l  

I 

I 

I. 
1 

Ik. aur- 

be ruch amount am the D i l t r i C t  d i rac t r  the Company to clpr&er but 

in no event aha11 ruch amount be e lamer rm than i a  necrarery i 
I 

I (bared on a11 information available a t  the t h e  ruch durga La 

r d e )  t o  pay amortiration and interert on the Dia t r i c t ' r  indebted- 

nerr; provided, hornver, that a f t e r  tho f i r a t  f i v e  p a r r  of thir 
1 b a r e .  i f ,  in the Corp.ny'r opinion, the amount La inrufticiurt 

fo r  ruch debt rervice i t  m y  charge such additioP.1 -t aa in : - - 
i t a  opinion UY be ncerrery. e a  Caqany r h i i  r r i t  t o  the 

i - 

Dirtrict by the mmity-fifth of each month the .wmt of tba rur- 

durge col lected by it for the amortirrtion of the DiaCricC'a 

, indabtedrura dur- the preced iq  month. The col lac t ioa  of auch 

rurehr&e by Capany r h l l  k uithout axpame to the DLatrict. 

Cmpmny agreea t o  dircmtinu weer rrnrica in eccordmle uitb 

i t a  r e p l a t i o n a  a# t o  the dircontinruaca of r e r v l u  i f  i t a  01111 

char8ea are not paid ea tp any cultaur ubo doam Mt pay ruch 

rutchar&*. 

7. wily the f i r a t  p a r  of th ia  Wac, the ccq .ny  

a&reer to pay t o  the Dia t r i c t  a rmwbich rball k eP(y1 to tlu 

a m m t  by uhich thm aucchr&er for Lbr -tion of indabtad-. 

M a r  col lectad whg the first p a r  IerB t&o c& ..oullt re- 
.J quired to met Lh Diatrict'r debt oarvia tcgolr-t for that 

I . 
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yaar. 

ing  chrough cha f i f t h  ymrr, tha Colwny *&rear t o  pay t o  tha 

Beginning wi th  cha raeond P a r  of Cha l***a and continu- 

DilCrlct uhichavar La laSr of C h  fO1lWinS: (a) 2h. a m a t  . 

. by vhich cha rurchargar t o  amortira tha D i r t r i c t ' r  indabtadnaaa 

collaccmd during ruch yaar i r  laaa than rh. u o \ n C  ngu i rad  t o  

W ~ C  cha Dirtrict'a dabt rarvica for  ruch par;  or  @) One Dollar 

par aonch par matar curtomr. 

8. Tha cam ' b a t a t  dimetibution ryr ta ,"  r r  a a d  in 

bacciona 1 and 3 of chi8 mar., includa wear u i n a ,  y t a  valvar,  

gate valva borar, a i r  ra laara  valvam, blov-off#. cut-off boxaa, 

rarvica pipar, mcar vaul t r ,  wearm, firm hydraacr, reaal cOwr 

piper,  aarauner  and accamr roadway#, and any othar aquipaont 

and fixcuram urad or w a f u l  in c o ~ a c t i o n  vith tha o p r a t i o n  o f  

a vatmr dircribution ryrcam. 

9.  A t t a r  the p h y a i u l  f a c i l i t i a r  of tha wtar d i r -  - 
cribucion aya- arm dalivarad by th. Dirtrict'to th. C a p m y ,  

and accaptad by t h e  l a c t a r ,  Lha Capany vi11 inmull a l l  rarvica 

connaetionr, -tar vaul t r  and matars t o  rupply th. LndLvidrvl 

: , conrmmrm in rh. Dirtrice vho apply f o r  wear aanricr, aad u y  

clurga cha rdor  t h e  a c t u a l  core o f  ruch inmtill.tioa; provldod, 

hwavar,  t h e  in ordar that cwtawrr conructing to  Chl r y r t a  

afcar i c r  or ig inr l  itutal&tion u y  not k placod ia r mora frwr- 

abla poricion than choaq vho pay a connection chrse for tho privi-  

la& of connactins t o  tha  a p t a  pr ior  eo th. c a p l a t i o n  of a n a ,  

ch. DilCriCt may  tu comuction ehria  fo r  Crutawm eoaaact- 

ing LO cha ryrull a f t o r  i t a  originrl inrullatim to  t& utaat 

a t  l u r e  tbt ruch MU mtowrr w i l l  m t  bi p U c d  in r wro 

. 



prior co ch. cmplat ion o t  the o r ig ina l  vita. Zha rurehrrgr 

of Ch. Df#crict  may b. iapoamd Won a l l  Ouch CU@tOll.r'. #*Wad 

purruant to  ch. proviriona of t h io  r a r v w h  9.  

10. Tha Dla t r ic t  W m r : . I ) t I  t0 tha Cap.n) tha t  it ha# 

th. 1.g.1 r igh t  t o  lay,  CAlatNCt and i l l # t a l l  W I t W  mill1 h and 

under tha rights-of-way of a11 public road8 and hi&huaya l o u t a d  

within the boundaria# of tha  Dia t r ie t ,  and that  the Capany pur- 

auant t o  thia L.ara a h a l l  haw tha righc t o  r-@, r a p r i r ,  or  

raplrca any watar win@ or  p a r t r  tharaof which ara locatad with-  

i n  tha rightr-of-wry of the public roada and highway8 w i t h i n  tha 

Dir t r ic t .  

auant t o  t h i r  Uara,  tho cmpany a h r l l  haw t h a  r igh t  t o  lay, con- 

W N C t  and i n a t a l l  additional water main0 i n  and undar the right$- 

oflway of tha public road* and highurya locatad within tha bourd.riar 

of tha D i a t d c t .  

. 

The Dirtrict furthar warrant# to tha Capany tha t  pur- 

11. * During the t a m  of t h i r  t rara,  i f  tha Dirtrict 

dariraa t o  u t a n d  water main# within tha d i r t r i c e  t o  aawa addi- 

t iona l  conrunrr, i t  a h a l l  hava tha r iah t  t o  u t o n d  ruch v i n r  a t  

.* , i t a  upanra;  provided, h w v a r ,  much u t a n r i o n r  and tha phnr and 

rpacifiert iona for tha l r y i w ,  c a r t r u c t i n g  and i n a t a l l i n  tharrof 

aha11 f i r a t  ba approvad by the Capany. 

bra.,  the Company daairar  to u t a n d  any main or  vim i n  ordar to 

aarva addition+ cwto..rr 'aithar within tha boundariar of ch. 

D i r t r i c t  or  outr ida tha boundariar of tha Dis t r ic t ,  it a h a l l  

firrt  giva tho Dirtrict notice of i t a  dar i ra  to a t r n d  ruQ uin 

or  mainn. Th. D h t r L C C  may, if  it ao d a r k e r ,  cad.rtak. the 

u t a n r i o n  of ruch arin or  u i n a  a t  i t a  u p m a e  and .rut aiw eh. 
C a p n y  notica of i t a  Lntantlon to  do ro w i t h i n  thlrty &ya a l t a r  

4 
I f  during the trlr of cbir 
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notic. t h a t  i t  dar i ra r  t o  wka rueh u t a n r i o n  O r  uC*nliofir, 01 

i f  a f t e r  giving tha Cwprny notica t h a t  i t  dar i ra r  to Ulu ruch 

axcanalon o r  u tan r ion r  f a i l *  t o  bagin conatruetion charaof , 

uichin t h i r t y  dayr, tha Campany r h r l l  hrva cha r i g h t  to  ub tha 

axcanrion or axtanrionr darlrad by i t  and r a m  Ch. C o n r w I I  

uho my apply for razvica eha ra f r a ;  providad, h-var, ChaC, 

noCuichrcandily the  foragoing, if it LO Mcalr.r7 for tha Dir- 

t r i c e  to  irrw bondr i n  connaccion with firuncicy ruch utmrionr 

by tha D i I C r i C C ,  Coopany r h r l l  haw th. r ight  t o  u k a  th. uean- 

rion or axtanrionr daairad by i t  and rarva cha conawrr  uho u y  

apply f o r  rarvicr tharafrcn only i f ,  a t t a r  cha Direricc giver 

Company notica chit  i t  i r  darirad to  mka ruch ucanr ion  or u t a n -  * 

rionr, D L I C r i C t  h i l a  t o  bagin conrtruccion charaof within 120 days. 

:rrtrttrutbyxthaxDt.sricc and ar t o  a l l  cwcommr ra rmd by a11 

u t a n r i o n a  and h p r o v m n t a  to ouch r7rr.r. ragrrdlarr  of h a  

ruch u t a n r i o n r  or  Lprovamntr  ara f inmead,  D h C r i C C  r h l l  haw 

the  r igh t  to  kopora icr regular rurdurga and p l d g a  uy eo racura 

tha bond. i n i t i a l l y  i r r w d  by ch. D i r C r i c C  or C r o w d  thrufcar  

for tha purpora of uking uemrionr and Lprovwnrr rp Cha Wear- 

worlu r y r t o  of ch. Dirtrice. 

, 
* *  

12. Tho D i r C t i C t  by and chrowh ice corirriolurr o r  
S. 

an rccouncrnt ralaccad by ch. colmirriolwrr u y  iwpac t  rtu 

, accountr of ch. Cmpmy inrofrr aa chora accountr relata t o  cbo 

col lect ion of cha rurchrgar which tha Cap.ny, by Soetion 6 

hornof, b r  agraad t o  eollrct for and ramie eo eb. Distdct. 

13. Any aoeicdr rrquirad to k g iwo  &radar, Li 

givm to rha C a p m y ,  r h l l  k addrarrad to h ?r*ridonc, J 



Louigvilla water Company, 435 South Third S t r aa t ,  t ou l rv i l l a ,  

Kancucky kO202,  and i f  givan t o  t h e  D i r t r L C C  a h 1 1  ba addrrrrrd 

eo cha C h a l w n ,  Oldham County Watar D i S C r i C C  NO. 1, Cr88hcood; 

Kentucky. 

I N  TZSIMONY VHLMW, th* O I D W  C o u H n  W W  DISTRICT . 

NO. 1 hra u u r a d  ehir  inre-nt Co ba u a c u t a d  by i t a  C h i r u n  

duly authoricad bi a rarolut ion adoptad by i t a  c d r r i o n a r r ,  

and tha LOUISVILU WTZR CWPANY hrr u u r a d  thia i n r t n w n t  t o  

ba uacu tad  by its Pramidant duly auchorixad by a rarotut ion of 

tha Board of Uatar Work8 of tha City of U u i a w i l l 8 ,  tha  b y  and 

yaar f l r r t  ha rd rubow u r i t t a n .  

0U)HAM C O W  W A N  DISTRICT No. 1 

Attar t :  

S U ? e  OF ReHNCllp ) 

C O u I l l y  OF OI+" ) " 

m i d ,  haraby carcify chat t he  f o r q o i r y  bare  uar produead to  n 
in ra id Stat. and Cotmty by Milton C. S t m a r  and J.  Roger smith, 
p r r roru l ly  ham to ma t o  b. t h e  C b i n u n  and SacroC.ry, rrrpoc- 
t i va ly ,  of 0U)W C o U m  WTEX DISlnICI  NO. 1. uho a U U d  that 
a d d  inat-.ne waa rigned by t h a  on bohalt o f  m i d  Dirtrict 
purrrvnC t o  a rarolut ion adoptad by i t a  ca i ra ioaera ,  and ackaor- 
ladgad ra id  Lure t o  ba the act  end d a d  oC raid DUcrict. 

1 8s 

I, a Notary Public in and for the  StaCa and County afora- 

J 

.. 
# .  
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s u n o r u m m  
) sa 

C O W  OF J-ON ) 

I, a Notary Public in  and for tha Stat. and Fornty afore- 
m i d ,  heraby c e r t i f y  tha t  th. fot*gOiri& h a m  uaa produead t o  M 
in  r a id  Stat. and County by Horaca 3. Eatmy and Wi11I.I E. Picklar,  
paraonally known t o  Y to  k t h e  Praridant and Sacra tmy-h r r ru ra r ,  
rarpaccivaly,  of U H n S V L U  HATER C W A N Y ,  a Kentucky corporation, 
uho r t a t d  tha t  ra id  i n r t n u n t  uaa 8iln.d and realad by t h a  on 
b.h.1: of  aaid corporation purrrunt to authori ty  confarrd by t h a  
Board of  Uatar Work# o f  tha  c i t y  of Louirvi l la ,  and a c b l e d g a d  
r a id  harm to b. the a c t  and d r d  of  m i d  corporation. 

1 
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INSTAtLATION CHARGES W R E  APPLICABLE 

LWC 

CWLRCE 
APPROX FIAT 

SIZE - _- CFt4 I_ 
I 

3/4" 30 

1" sa 

1 1/2" 100 

2" 160 

Q"X3" 300 

41x4" 600 

6" 1,600 

8" 2,800 

4" Fire  Protection 

6" Fire Protection 

8" Fire Protection 

S 450.00 

S 600.00 

s2,000.00 

S2,500.00 

t 

t 

t 

$3,500.80 

$4,000.00 

$5,500.00 

10" Fire Protection t 

12" Fire Protection t 

6" Fire Hydrant, Single Puq8r 

6" Fire Hydrant, Double Plmpar 

ocm 
CWLRCES 

S 300.00 S 750.00 

S 300.00 S 900.00 

TOTAL - 

S 300.00 $2,380.00 

S 300.00 $2,800.00 

S 300.00 

$ 300.00 

S 300.00 

S 300.00 

S 300.80 $3,800.00 

S 300.00 $4,380.00 

S 300.00 $5,800.00 

$ 300.00 

$ 300.00 

S 300.00 

$ 300.00 

Tenporary meter for UM) on fire hydrant - 3/4" - $220.00 
1 1/2" - $370.00 

2" - $528.88 

Fee Determined A t  Time of Application 

Fire  Flow Testing Fee - $175.00 

W E :  
1. Flat chargem no ad ju r tnmt  for normal ins ta l la t ion .  
2. Job orders w i l l  be written for service i m t a l l a t i o n s  largor than 

1-inch. 
3. On the re locat ion or enlargement of any sizo ixisting sarvico, 

th f a  is to be a f l a t  charge with no adjwflPat 
4. A l l  fir. hydrant ins ta l la t ions  w i l l  have th. test utbtod. 

T h  ostimatd cost w i l l  b. tlm f l a t  chargo w i t h  no adjrutzmt. 
5. A reduction i n  ha of 825.00 for each 3/4* service whro thoy 

can la i n s t a l l&  as a twin or siameso aervim, that  is with two 
mters In om vau l t  a t  the cormy~ p r o p r t y  lino bot.- two 
lo t s .  

- 

EXHIBIT 6 Total coat w i l l  not excrd the amount of t h m  b. c o l l e t d .  
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BOARD OF WATER WORKS 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 

RATE SCHEDULE 

EFFECTIVE 
FEBRUARY 1,1990 

EXHIBIT C 



RAm 6-80 - 
6.01 For the p~rpoee of classifying revmW~S, and tr, provide 

for different classes of rates, there shall be established men (7) 

cust~ners shall be identified aa Bsidential, Oxmercial, Idustrial ,  
Pire service, Fire Hydrants, micipal, snd Utilities mrchasing 
water for €Wale. The areas of SeNiCe shall be idantifid a8 the 
area servd by the Canmny and lying within the Cornty of Jefferson, 
the area served directly by tha Campany #mush Ccmpay-owred facili- 
ties and lying outside the cbrnty of Jefferson d the area lying 
outside the County of Jefferson ard served directly by tLa ccmpay 
through leased facilities and where a surcharge is impad by the 
lessor. 

'Ihe rate charge for metered water mrvice ahall te can- 
prised of two ccmponants which w i l l  represent: 

(1) the @pica1 service provided and W potential deaad 
of the custaner as detennined by the capacity or capncitiem of the 
meter (s) installed. Ihe chazge for each meter shall be the product 
of the service charge for 5/8@@ x 3/4' meter a d  the I W N ~ C ~  charge 
factor listed brein. 

classes of cmtomgs and & e ~  (3) of service. Ihs C ~ ~ E S O O  of 

6.02 

I 

5/8"x3/4" 
1" 

1W" 
2" 
3" 
4" 
6" 
8" 
10" 
l2" 
16" 

1.00 
2.59 
5.H 
8.00 

17.50 
30.00 
70. 00 

l25.H 
190.00 
291.m 
575.00 

(2) the water consumption of the cutomr aa regbterd on 
the meter(s) being used in the billing perid. 

Ihe c~~~tomer@s b i l l  for tbe billing a r i d  -11 lm the to-1 of th 
=Nice a d  carmrodity charge for that period. 



I , #  I . . '  
6.93 General Pate IRside the bmtY of Jefferson and Ceased 

~ i l  classes of cuitomars taking metere service directly frm 

Facilities Outside t t m  County Of Jeffersm. 

SIZE 

5/8"x3/4" 
1" 

1W" 
2" 
3" 
4" 
6" 
8" 

19" 
12" 
16" 

83.15 
7.00 

15.75 
25.20 
55.13 
94.59 

229.59 
393.75 
598. sa 
913.50 

1,811.25 

Ihe charge for mcnthly usage -11 be camprted in axordance 
w i t h  the following schedule: - 

-1- 
Rsr 

First 
mxt 
mxt 
mxt 
mxt 
Wt 

mnth 
T at  81.93 ~ c l ~ 0 0 8 g n ~ a m  

3 at 1.16 Fmz 18W *lam 
194 a t  1.31 Rr: LOO8 gallam 

l,M at 1.21 Rc 1,W mlau 
5.944 at .98 Rr 18metmllaW 
3 . m  at  1.97 18- 

- 
A l l  -ism 

in of 108WB at .88 Rc l r m a g a l l a m  

 he charge for fire mervi-, w e  water may bm tam fa fir. 
protection only, ahall be in accozdmx w i t h  th6 following M u l a .  
This charge w i l l  also be applicable to such fir0 hyaranto a0 amy bo 
provided by private agencies. 

si=: 4" 6. 8" 19. l2" 
mnthly C b U g l J :  88-25 816.75 832.H $63.51 



6.04 W a l  IQta altsid8 thb -ty of Jefferm 

~ 1 1  classes of custaners taking metered services d i rec t ly  fKan 
the cmpsny and situated outside the QWtY of JItfferson, and = K V ~  
through Eaci l i t ies  owned by the CQItpMY, excepting u t i l i t i e s  
plrchasing w t e r  for resale, snd excepting Wblicly OW f i r e  
hydrants, sha l l  be charged i n  accordance W i t h  the follow~tq e h d u l e :  

5/e".3/4" 
1" 

1 w- 
2" 
3- 
4- 
6" 
8" 
10" 
u- 
16" 

83.15 
7.88 
15.75 
25.20 
55.13 
94.59 

229.59 
393.75 
598.59 
913.59 

1,811.25 

Ihe charge for monthly usage sha l l  be canprted in scordance 
with the following s c h d u l e :  

Piret 
&xt 
mxt 

moummd 
c;allaU 
mr 

mnth 
-2W at $1.95 ECI 1,000 gallam 

1,3W a t  1.46 Rar 1,WO gallom 
1,500 a t  1.19 Rr 1,000 gallam 

cf FIRE S I m I m  

charge for fire 6 e n ! i C e 8  where water m y  be takm for fir. 
protection only, shall be in axordance with the following r h d u l . .  
mis charge w i l l  also be amlicable to such fire h y d ~ ~ t r  am m y  bs 
provided by private agencies. 



APPENDIX A 

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION IN CASE NO. 90-228 DATED 10/01/91 

The following rates and charges are prescribed for the 

customers in the area served by Oldham County Water District No 1. 

All other rates and charges not specifically mentioned herein 

shall remain the same as those in effect under authority of this 

Commission prior to the effective date of this Order. 

Disconnect/Field Collection Charge $11.00* 
Reconnect Charge 11.00* 
Returned Check Charge 10.00 

* If the District's representative is required to call at the 
consumer's premises for the purpose of discontinuing water 
service for non-payment of a water bill, a charge of Eleven 
Dollars ($11.00) shall be imposedr which, together with the 
full amount of the bill, must be paid at that time or water 
service will be discontinued. In the event of the 
discontinuance of the water servicer thereby making it 
necessary for the District's representative to call at the 
premises for the second time for the restoration of servicer 
an additional charge of Eleven Dollars ($11.00) shall be 
imposed and water service will not be restored until this 
charge, together with all other amounts due the District from 
the customer, shall have been paid; provided, however, that 
the provisionm set forth herein shall be waived on the 
occasion of the first such discontinuance of service to any 
particular customer. 


